policy's influence on educational developers and vice versa. Just as Handal et al. (2014) have previously problematised academic development work in relation to policy, Baughan states that, 'although there are compelling arguments for including sustainability in curricula, there are challenges at the levels of conceptualisation and application'. However, Baughan also concludes that, 'for educational developers sustainability may never be a core activity but it does create opportunities'.
Willis and Strivens pick up on new opportunities for academic developers, and share with us a case study of developmental evaluation. To fill a gap in previous literature, they focus on the role of academic developers in international collaboration to enhance teaching and learning. They highlight, among other things, the need to find local solutions to local problems, as well as the need for actions, initiatives, and engagement over a long period of time, and at many levels -individual, group, and institution.
Erikson, Erlandson, and Erikson, in their conceptual article, problematise the use of teaching portfolios in relation to academic quality procedures. They suggest that a model, 'established for defining forms of scientific misconduct and fraud, can also be used as a point of departure for a discussion of dishonest portfolio writing'. This article is therefore an important contribution for all academic developers directly or indirectly involved in promoting, supporting, and assessing teaching portfolios.
Finally, Loads and Campbell share the results of a sector-wide survey and interviews in Scottish higher education, exploring both 'old habits' and 'disruptive practices' in academic development. Through the focus on internal secondments, different aspects of academic development -as an authentic, practice-based activity, as a new paradigm for academic development units, and as spaces for disruptionbecome apparent and the object of scrutiny and inspiration.
As always, we welcome your scrutiny and continue to be inspired by the work that you, our readers and contributors, produce. To this end, we would like to offer our sincere thanks to all those who have acted as reviewers for IJAD this year. We could not possibly continue to produce good quality editions of IJAD without the hard work of all our reviewers and we conclude this volume with a list of all those who have reviewed for us for Volume 20. Finally, we wish to welcome to the editorial team, Dr Johan Geertsema, from the National University of Singapore, who will be serving as an Associate Editor. Johan has South African heritage, but has lived and worked in Singapore for the past fourteen years, so he brings a wide and varied international experience to the team.
